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Publisher’s Note 


The January 24th issue of the weekly Asahi Journal pub- 
lished by the Japanese newspaper Asahi Shimbun carried 
a note denouncing Pak Jung Hi by Li Ryong Un, former 


south Korean ‘Naval Chief of Staff’. 

On January 13, 1975 Li Ryong Un had a press conference 
at the Dietmen’s Hall of the Japanese House of Representa- 
tives in Tokyo and issued a statement exposing and denounc- 
ing the foul treacherous nature of the traitorous Pak Jung 
Hi clique. 

This booklet contains his note and statement. 


STATEMENT AT THE PRESS 
CONFERENCE 


We are already meeting the 30th anniversary of 
the country’s liberation. However, the reunification 
of my dear motherland, the nation’s aspiration, has 
not yet been materialized; the people’s human rights 
as well as their right to existence are being tram- 
pled underfoot and only bitter cries for freedom and 
the restoration of democracy are heard. As an ad- 
miral, I participated in the founding of the Republic 
of Korea and the ROK army and had long striven to 
defend the country at the cost of my life. Since I 
retired from active service, I have so far put up with 
the present rulers, only hoping that they would 
pursue the right policy to protect national interests. 
However, because of their heinous, despotic govern- 
ment characterized by corruption, tyranny and dicta- 
torship unprecedented in the political history of 
south Korea, the misery of the people is now reach- 
ing the extreme. 

Patriotic officers and men are whole-heartedly 
sympathetic with the military and the people's 
ardent desire for freedom and peace, but they are at 
a loss what to do. Upholding their wish and unable 
to see the miserable plight of the masses, I am here- 
by resolved to fight for the restoration of democratic 
constitutionalism and the promotion of national re- 
unification. 

For more than ten years ever since they seized 
power through a military coup d’etat, the present 
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rulers have madly sought after the advancement of 
their faction and the permanent maintenance of their 
power, paying no heed to the plight of the masses. 
No sooner had they given their commitment to re- 
turn to military service after the coup d’etat than 
they declared that the military government would 
be extended for four years. Then they staged a 
transfer-to-civilian-government farce in which they 
changed their uniforms into civilian clothes and as- 
sumed the presidency. 

They declared: “It is impossible that there will 
be constitutional amendment for the third-term 
election.” However, in the dead of the night, they 
gathered only the ruling party members of the Na- 
tional Assembly in a closed room and amended the 
Constitution to elect the president for the third term. 
They went so far as to rig up what they call a re- 
vitalized system designed for a lifetime presidency. 

Each time they deceived the people by clamour- 
ing about “the threat from the north” and emphasiz- 
ing the so-called critical situation. They have pro- 
claimed martial laws, special martial laws, emer- 
gency martial laws and ordered the army to get 
itself ready for war. Thus they deprived the people 
of their democratic rights by dint of artifice and 
repression in their frantic attempt to remain in 
power. 

The military situation of the north and south 
shows that “there is no threat from the north.” This 
is a matter of common knowledge in the interna- 
tional community. Nevertheless, they have framed 
up one incident after another to find a pretext for 
propping up the “revitalized system” and repressing 
the people. They also use this to get foreign aid. As 
regards their commitment to promote the country’s 
reunification, the cherished desire of the nation, the 
present rulers have acted against the earnest in- 
tention of the North-South Joint Statement and re- 
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pressed the popular debate on reunification, under the 
pretext of faked-up ‘“anti-communism”. They have 
only perpetrated treacheries to the nation to hold the 
reins of power for ever, with the north-south dia- 
logue as a shield, misusing it as a tool for the pre- 
servation of their political power. 

So many absurd incidents now taking place in 
south Korea have been caused by the present rulers’ 
policies to rely on foreign forces and split the na- 
tion. South Korea has turned into a dark, medieval 
society. There is no democracy there; only Pak Jung 
Hi’s despotism prevails. 


The Pak Jung Hi regime subordinated the south 
Korean economy to foreign countries; because of the 
loans amounting to $7,000,000,000 the people have 
become slaves of foreign debts. On the other hand, 
the privileged classes enriched their own pockets. 
The present rulers always vociferate security, which 
is not the security of south Korea; this vociferation 
is a sophistry made by the Pak regime and a handful 
of privileged classes closely associated with it to 
secure their advancement. 

They treated as their own private army the ROK 
army that is supposed to defend the nation. The 
result is that the army’s unity and discipline have 
become loose and their morale is extremely low. 
Able commanders who are faithful to military obli- 
gations and enjoy great popularity are being dis- 
missed by the Pak regime which suspects them and 
are roaming about the streets. 

The majority of the patriotic officers and men 
have seen through their ulterior intentions to take 
advantage of security for maintaining the dictator- 
ship. They are deeply concerned about the future of 
the country and the people, and their discontent 
with the Pak regime is daily increasing. 

Because of its present rulers’ repressive, dicta- 
torial politics, the Republic of Korea has been isolat- 
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ed in the world and the national prestige has so 
decreased that those who are residing abroad feel 
ashamed of their ROK nationality. 

When I think of the graveness of this situation, 
[ can hardly repress my surging wrath for the 
tyranny of the Pak regime. 

The reunification of the country is the nation’s 
burning aspiration. However, the Pak Jung Hi 
regime has not the slightest intention to promote 
the national reunification. Their true colours have 
long since been laid bare. 

Thirty years have passed since the division. In 
this period there was a tragic war of fratricide, and 
it is none other than the people who suffered the 
greatest damage in the war. 

The division of the land prevents relatives and 
close acquaintances from hearing from each other; 
one cannot be present on the deathbed of one’s 
parent, brother or sister. How can we endure this 
national suffering any more? 

As a senior of the ROK army, I demand that Pres- 
ident Pak Jung Hi get out of office immediately. 

I extend my warm encouragement to the right- 
eous movement of politicians, religionists, scholars, 
men of culture, youth and students who, unafraid of 
the present rulers’ repression and as demanded by 
human dignity and conscience, are gallantly rising 
up to regain their human rights and the right to 
existence, repeal the revitalized Constitution, restore 
a democratic constitutionalism and hasten the na- 
tional reunification. 

I earnestly call on my dear officers and men of 
the ROK army not to do anything helpful to the poli- 
tics of Pak Jung Hi’s one-man dictatorship, deceived 
by the trickery of his gang, and not to remain a 
spectator any longer to the development of the situa- 
tion, but to stand on the side of the people and turn 
out bravely to destroy the stronghold of despotism. 


6 


As an admiral of the Republic of Korea, I hereby 
declare that since I have risen up to overthrow the 
present rulers’ revitalized system of dictatorship 
and promote the national reunification I will dedi- 
cate all my remaining life to this struggle until the 
sword of justice makes a correct judgment. 


NOTE DENOUNCING 
PRESIDENT PAK 


In his article contributed to the Christian Science 
Monitor (June 20, 1974), Prof. Gregory Henderson, 
former cultural attache of the US embassy in south 
Korea, sharply denounced Pak Jung Hi. He cited 
examples to show what a despicable fellow is Pak 
Jung Hi, who has prolonged his life by perfidies. 
The author declared that if there is anyone to whom 
Pak still remains loyal, instead of betraying, it is 
none other than the Japanese emperor. 

The examples cited by Prof. Henderson include 
a fact that, though he was an officer of the US Mili- 
tary Government, Pak Jung Hi raised a communist 
mutiny in Ryosu in-1948, betraying the US. 

However, it is not the US Military Government 
alone that Pak Jung Hi betrayed. Though Prof. 
Henderson did not mention in his article, Pak Jung 
Hi was the operational staff officer of the mutinous 
14th regiment, and had all the secrets of the Ryosu 
incident. After his arrest by the suppressive army, 
he secretly pleaded for his life on condition that he 
would surrender the list of the names of all the 
participants in the mutiny. His entreaty was accept- 
ed. Needless to say, this was designed not to en- 
courage Pak Jung Hi’s perfidy but to get the whole 
picture of the incident. As he promised, Pak Jung Hi 
submitted the list of all the mutineers. Everyone on 
the list was shot, except Pak Jung Hi. The judges 
involved in the court martial were astonished to find 
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that the list furnished by Pak Jung Hi included Pak 
Dong Hi, his elder brother. 


Mun Se Gwang Did Not Shoot 
Madam Ryuk 


The August 15, 1974 incident of sniping at Pre- 
sident Pak carries many riddles. I can also affirm 
that the bullet that killed Madam Ryuk Yong Su 
was not fired by young Mun Se Gwang. 

Judging from what I heard from reliable sources, 
the bullet that hit Madam Ryuk is different from the 
revolver bullet fired by Mun Se Gwang and its direc- 
tion also tells that it was not his. 

This causes us to speculate that it was fired by 
a close associate of Pak Jung Hi. But is it possible 
that, though a cold-blooded animal, Pak Jung Hi 
could hatch a plot to make his own wife the target 
of a bullet? Some may hesitate to believe this. But 
man’s common sense does not apply to Pak Jung Hi’s 
case. 

This sniping incident brought Pak Jung Hi a con- 
siderable profit. It was around six p.m., August 14 
that Pak Jung Hi notified the Japanese side of the 
discontinuation of the investigation of Kim Dong Un 
involved in Kim Dae Jung’s case, alleging that he 
was innocent. After ten hours or so, Mun Se Gwang’s 
revolver spit fire. Had the case not been hushed up 
by this shocking firing, into what political dilemma 
would the Pak regime have been driven by the noti- 
fication on the cessation of the investigation into 
Kim Dae Jung’s case? 

The tragic death of Madam Ryuk not only saved 
Pak Jung Hi from the predicament into which he 
would have fallen, but also put him in a position to 
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point his accusing finger at the Japanese govern- 
ment that had so far been the chaser, claiming that 
the investigation of the Japanese side into the back- 
ground of Mun Se Gwang was “inadequate”. 

In November 1973 Prime Minister Kim Jong Pil 
had to go to Japan to call on Prime Minister Tanaka, 
humbly apologizing for his gang’s involvement in 
Kim Dae Jung’s case. They must have harboured 
grudge in their hearts and intended to work off it 
sooner or later. Madam Ryuk’s tragic death offered 
them a golden opportunity to do so. 

Pak Jung Hi engineered a government-spon- 
sored anti-Japanese movement, mobilising prisoners 
who had been bribed and forcing them to cut their 
fingers, so as to give an outward show of his resolute 
attitude towards Japan. Thus, Pak Jung Hi succeed- 
ed in craftily diverting the south Korean people’s 
pent-up wrath for him as a second traitor Li Wan 
Yong. It goes without saying that the photograph of 
special envoy Shiina courteously bowing to Pak 
Jung Hi greatly helped stabilize the Pak regime. 
The sniping incident also played a definite role in 
stressing the threat from the north and whipping up 
the anti-communist hysteria. Who can say that the 
Pak regime got little from this incident? Is it ac- 
cidental that he was benefited? I have another dubi- 
ous point. Actress Yun Jong Hui hurriedly returned 
to Seoul even before the earth of Madam Ryuk’s 
grave dried. She had long been known as Pak Jung 
Hi’s sweetheart and, for this reason, expelled to Paris 
by Madam Ryuk. Curiously enough, it was reported 
that on the day of her arrival at Seoul, the guest 
room of the Kimpo airport was packed with high- 
ranking officials of the south Korean government 
who came out to welcome her. It is uncertain whether 
it was an unexpected consequence that had arisen 
from Madam Ryuk’s death or a consequence that had 
been anticipated. Unless my doubt about this point 
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is cleared at least, I cannot but remain convinced 
that Madam Ryuk was slain according to the 
script written by Pak Jung Hi himself. 

In the past Pak Jung Hi informed against his 
own brother to save his skin and had the Central 
Intelligence Agency murder Chong In Suk, his lover 
who gave birth to his son. This time he killed his 
wife for his own sake, and to satisfy his lust for 
power. And yet, he still has the cheek to rule over 
the south Korean people. 


Faked-up “Threat from the North” 


Pak Jung Hi has always stressed the threat from 
the north in an attempt to justify his tyranny and 
called the Communists of the north the sworn enemy, 
while repeatedly describing that he is an honest man. 

I once held the post of the south Korean Naval 
Chief of Staff. I shall refrain myself from making 
public the detailed facts in view of the great political 
shock they might cause at the present moment. But 
I must make clear that, in fact, the threat from the 
north about which the south Korean dictators begin- 
ning from Syngman Rhee have shouted themselves 
hoarse was, without exception, provocations commit- 
ted by the ROK army itself. 

As for the threat, the south’s destructive power, 
including nuclear weapons, actually menacing the 
north should be a debatable issue. No matter how 
sharp the confrontation, we must not divorce our- 
selves from objectivity in looking at the reality. 

I am sure that both the so-called “West Sea in- 
cident” of February 15, 1974, and the “East Sea in- 
cident” of June 28 of the same year were provoca- 
tions made by the Pak Jung Hi regime. This state- 


11 


ment of mine is based on the testimony of an entirely 
reliable man in active service of the ROK Navy. The 
Pak Jung Hi regime announced that the navy of the 
north illegally sank Suwon No. 82 and Suwon No. 33 
involved in the “West Sea incident”, though they 
were fishing boats and old ones at that, with a speed of 
three miles per hour, which were unfit for espionage. 
However, the incident took place 35 miles west of the 
Paekryong-do island far beyond the “fishing limit”. 
As stipulated in the 1953 Armistice Agreement this 
place is not in the territorial waters of the south. 


If south Korean fishermen had gone up to the 
limit of the south, they would have been caught by 
the ROK Navy before an attack was made by the 
north side and all the crew would have been con- 
demned to death. To tell the truth, these two fishing 
boats were sent into the waters of the north, escort- 
ed by a ROK naval force, on orders of the south Ko- 
rean Central Intelligence Agency. 


As soon as the announcement on this incident 
was made earlier than the north side, government- 
controlled demonstrations to denounce the aggres- 
sion by the north were waged throughout south Ko- 
rea. Particularly in Seoul, one million citizens were 
forced to make a demonstration against the north on 
February 21. It is clear what Pak Jung Hi was after. 


The students’ unanimous uprising scheduled on 
March | was completely foiled in the vortex of the 
frenzied government-sponsored demonstrations. 

The “East Sea incident” which occurred on June 
28 was also a clumsy farce staged by the Pak regime 
for some ulterior motives. 

At first, the Pak regime announced that the naval 
craft of the north intruded into the waters nine miles 
south of the extension of the Military Demarcation 
Line and attacked ROK patrol boat No. 863. But, 
when it was called to account at the ROK National 
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Assembly, the Ministry of National Defence could 
not but correct the earlier announcement. It said: 
“In fact, patrol boat No. 863 sailed out to the waters 
one mile south of the extension of the Military Demar- 
cation Line to protect our fishing boats and cross- 
ed the Demarcation Line, drifted by the tidal cur- 
rent, where it was attacked by the north side and 
sunk approximately six miles north of the extension 
of the Military Demarcation Line”. 

As I mentioned above, the waters one mile south of 
the extension of the Military Demarcation Line is a 
closed fishing ground to which the south Korean 
fishermen are banned access with the threat of death 
sentence. Therefore, it is impossible that the ROK 
patrol boat sailed out there to protect fishing boats. 

The patrol boats whose number begins with 8 are 
the best of the vessels controlled by the Home Min- 
istry outside the US Command. So it is impossible for 
them to drift into the waters of the north by the tidal 
current. 

The truth is that the Pak regime sent patrol boat 
No. 863 into the northern territorial waters to pro- 
voke the north and create a political tension. 

Why did the Pak regime need a political tension 
at that juncture? 

We can get a clear answer when we examine 
what was done in south Korea after this incident. 

The extraordinary military tribunal which was 
held on July 9 imposed heavy penalties upon 32 “de- 
fendants charged with an attempted sedition” involv- 
ing the National Federation of Youth and Students 
for Democracy, poet Kim Ji Ha and six others being 
sentenced to death. 

On July 15, the two Japanese, Hayakawa and 
Tachikawa, were sentenced to 20 years in prison. On 
the next day prosecution was made against ex-pres- 
ident Yun Bo Son, pastor Pak Hyong Gyu, Kim 
Dong Gil, professor of the Yonse University, Kim 
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Chan Guk, rector of the theological college of the 
Yonse University, and others. 

I dare say that Pak Jung Hi’s intention is too 
transparent; he tries to whip up the anti-communist 
hysteria with an outcry over the “threat from the 
north” and, in this confusion, destroy at one stroke 
the opposition forces at home. 

I could not but smile contemptuously when it was 
announced (November 15) that a “secret tunnel” had 
been found on the Military Demarcation Line on the 
threshold of the visit of US President Ford to south 
Korea slated November 22, 1974. For more than 20 
years huge armies one million strong have been con- 
fronted with each other along the Military Demarca- 
tion Line. 

There is nothing to amaze at, if the north and the 
south have built fortifications like the “Maginot 
Line”. The trenches of the two sides lie scattered, 
entangled with each other. This has not begun today. 

It is a trench when it has no cover and it is a 
tunnel when it has one. Suppose the tunnel found on 
the threshold of the visit of Ford to south Korea was 
dug by the north. But can this prove its threat specif- 
ically? Have we of the south never dug a tunnel on 
the Military Demarcation Line? If not, it is nothing 
to be proud of. 

Then, I think, Minister of National Defence and 
other brass hats of south Korea deserve to be court- 
martialled on charges of negligence of military 
service. 

We must reexamine whether Pak Jung Hi really 
believes in anti-communism and regards the Com- 
munists as the inveterate enemy or not. Pak Jung 
Hi was the leader of the Red mutiny at Ryosu and 
Kim Jong Pil was expelled from a normal college, 
blacklisted as Communist. But I don’t think it neces- 
sary now to dig into their ideologies retrospectively. 

However, it must be pointed out that when Pak 
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Jung Hi staged his coup in 1961, he and his gang 
had kept ships ready at the Sokcho port on the south 
Korean east coast, to flee to the Democratic People’s 
Republic of Korea, in case he failed in his venture. 
No sooner had he succeeded in the coup than he 
started to declare anti-communism the primary na- 
tional policy. 

Does Pak Jung Hi clamour for anti-communism 
on the basis of his conviction and philosophy or 
abuse the anti-communist idea to seize and maintain 
power? The conclusion is self-evident. 


ROK Army with No 
Justification to Fight 


As a soldier, I should like to refer to the crisis the 
south Korean army is facing at present. But, by the 
crisis, I do not mean the “threat from the north” 
over which Pak Jung Hi raises such outcries. It is a 
crisis emanating entirely from the causes latent in 
the south Korean army itself. 

The morale of an army is supported firstly, by 
the justification to fight and secondly, by strict order 
within itself. Since the first day of its founding, the 
south Korean army has set it as its cause to fight com- 
munism. Moreover, after Pak Jung Hi staged the 
coup and set up his junta, the primary national policy 
or the fundamental reason for the existence of the 
Republic of Korea was anti-communism and_ the 
south Korean army was given a physical role to 
materialize that anti-communist idea. 

But, ever since the founding of the army, the 
constitutions of south Korea have, without exception, 
professed the Republic of Korea as a “democratic 
republic”. 
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Needless to say, the meaning of this word “de: 
mocracy” is that the state has the duty to provide 
its people with fundamental rights, including 
freedom as man. Pak Jung Hi has now deprived 
the people of all their freedoms and fundamental 
rights and stamped out social justice, thus creating 
a grave situation in which the people doubt the 
original reason for the existence of a state. On the 
other hand, he framed up threat from the north to 
frantically incite anti-communist fever. 

The south Korean army 600,000 strong, though 
they keep mum about it, are now rapidly realizing 
that anti-communism clamoured for by Pak Jung 
Hi is not a true but merely a sham slogan to main- 
tain his brutal power. Pak Jung Hi had planned to 
flee to the north to seek protection in case his coup 
failed. Yet he has the face to prattle that the Com- 
munists in the north are his sworn enemy. 

I cannot but point out that the south Korean army 
has not only lost the justification to fight, but also 
has become Pak Jung Hi’s private army, which is 
unable to play the role as combat forces to defend 
the nation in case of emergency. 

It is widely known that in the south Korean 
army only those who are faithful to Pak Jung Hi 
can be promoted and those who are even slightly 
critical of him are severely maltreated and removed 
as heretics. 

General Chae Myong Sin, former commander of 
the force in South Viet Nam, who enjoyed great 
popularity in the south Korean army, provoked 
jealousy of Pak Jung Hi for that popularity and took 
off his uniform, deprived of the opportunity of pro- 
motion. Now he has been banished to the easy post 
of ambassador in Sweden. That is just an example. 

There are countless soldiers of strong will forc- 
ed virtually to roam about the street, for their refusal 
to become Pak Jung Hi’s mercenaries. 
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Moreover, secret agents of the south Korean 
Central Intelligence Agency and CIC (the Security 
Command) are planted in every unit of the army. 
So, all commanders from the squad _ leader 
up to the commander-in-chief cannot judge which of 
the subordinates under their command is their real 
“superior” backed by power. So, it is no exaggera- 
tion to say that the army’s chain of command is 
virtually paralyzed. 

In an army no commander can whip and lead his 
subordinates, if it is not gudranteed that order is 
strictly maintained according to the ranks and that 
a man, even one month older in the service, can act 
as senior to his juniors through his lifetime. 

The army, in which, as a daily occurrence, your 
subordinate has connections, say, with the chief of 
the Presidential Security Department (Pak Jong 
Gyu), before you know, and becomes far superior 
to you overnight; the army, in which, just for this 
reason, the superiors have to read the faces of their 
inferiors; such an army cannot perform its func- 
tion as combat force for national defence, though it 
may be used to maintain power. 

The chaotic state of the south Korean army is 
quite appalling now. In this situation, it would be 
rather queer if there is no discontent and conflict, 
I should say. 

During the 1971 presidential election when Mr. 
Kim Dae Jung shook the power foundation of the 
Pak regime as an opposition candidate, the Blue 
Heuse, Pak Jung Hi’s citadel, was guarded by 
the 30th and 33rd battalions under the Capital Gar- 
rison Command (guard division) which had gained 
his deepest trust. 

When the ballots were opened after voting Pak 
Jung Hi was surprised to find that the majority of 
the electors in the two battalions which he had trust- 
ed so much had voted for Mr. Kim Dae Jung. 
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It was the direct motive which made Pak Jung Hi 
fearful of Mr. Kim Dae Jung. 


In October 1973 the south Korean Marine Corps 
was suddenly ordered to dissolve, with the result that 
it had to be incorporated into the Navy to be treated 
like a “hanger-on”. This was another graphic evi- 
dence of the anti-Pak Jung Hi sentiments prevailing 
in the south Korean army. 


The south Korean Marine Corps was the real 
force which particfhated in Pak Jung Hi’s coup 
d’etat but was suspected by his regime. The marine 
corps brigade “Blue Dragon Force” sent to South 
Viet Nam was maltreated: most of its men were 
arrested, imprisoned and deprived of their rannxs 
before being sent back to the homeland. The present 
Prime Minister Kim Jong Pil who was a mere lieu- 
tenant-colonel at the time of the coup, and his col- 
leagues, eighth-term graduates of the Military Acad- 
emy, jumped to the ranks of lieutenant general, thus 
reducing all their seniors from the second-to the 
seventh-term graduates to their inferiors. This can 
be a good comparison with Lieutenant Colonel 
Nasser who remained lieutenant colonel even after 
he seized political power. It was none other than 
the Marine Corps that had been dissatisfied most 
with such disorder. 


It is an open secret in south Korea how Pak 
Jung Hi barely survived the serious crisis as an 
anti-Pak Jung Hi coup was attempted by the Marine 
Corps in July 1973. Panic-stricken, Pak Jung Hi 
fortified the Blue House with heavy weapons 
and manned a stupendous number of troops in its 
vicinity, while committing frantic acts of indiscrim- 
inately firing at any aircraft flying over it, whether 
they be passenger planes or US army helicopters. 


On the other hand, he is in such a position that 
he can no longer proclaim the martial law which 
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he likes so much, because he is not sure when the 
army will betray him. 


How can this army defend the country called 
the ROK? The south Korean army has not only 
lost any goal to fight for but also been converted 
to Pak Jung Hi’s private army; the present south 
Korean army is led by the groups who, tempted by 
political power, have no zeal to dedicate their lives 
to national defence. 


I must assert that the crisis facing the Republic 
of Korea is not rooted in the threat from the 
north but originates from the darkening of society 
and the weakening of the army caused by the Pak 
regime. This is the biggest reason for the crisis. 

As a soldier who loves the ROK, I firmly believe 
that the first and foremost task of the south Korean 
populace now in surmounting the imminent crisis 
is to overthrow the outrageous Pak Jung Hi dicta- 
torship and rise up again as soon as possible out of 
the fundamental destruction caused to our state and 
society by the Pak Jung Hi clique. 


Japan Must Not Make 
a Blunder in Adopting 
the Alternative of History 


US President Ford visited Seoul, but he shut his 
eyes to the inhumane oppression of human rights in 
south Korea. He gave encouragement to the Pak 
Jung Hi regime and promised them to increase US 
military aid; he paid no heed to the miserable plight 
in which the people are suffering from excessive ex- 
ploitation by the privileged circles which account 
only for 0.3 per cent of the population. 
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It seems that the US has not gained any valua- 
ble lessons from the history of setbacks it has suffer- 
ed in Asia for the last 30 years after the war. We 
can say that when two rivals have equal morales, 
it is the material force that decides victory. But an 
army which has lost the will to fight and cannot 
display combat ability cannot win in the field of bat- 
tle, no matter how much material it gets. 

Was it because of the shortage of weapons that 
the Chiang Kai-shek army of China was driven out 
of the mainland? Was it because of superior weap- 
ons that the North Vietnamese army defeated 
the US army? 

For the south Korean people and army to defend 
the nation, it must have what is worthy of being 
defended. 

Without taking the trouble to quote Prof. Reis- 
chauer, we can say that it is also against the in- 
terests of a great power to keep interfering with 
south Korea which has long lost what is worthy of 
being defended and help Pak Jung Hi to maintain 
his dark government. The more great powers give 
them “aid”, the more thoroughly south Korean rulers 
become their puppets. How can a man, whether 
military or civilian, regard his country which is ruled 
by the puppets and which becomes more heavily 
dependent on great powers as his genuine fatherland 
worth defending with his life? 

Can it be in the genuine national interests of 
Japan and the US to create such conditions and 
foster chauvinistic sentiments for these great 
powers? I am deeply alarmed and infuriated at the 
present state of affairs in which, especially, for its 
selfish nationalism, revived Japan is placing the 
south Korean economy and politics under its control 
and, in this course, the south Korean army is being 
reduced to a tool for defending the interests of Jap- 
anese monopoly capital. 
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One hundred years ago Japan bombarded our 
Kanghwa-do island from warship ‘“Unyogo” and 
imposed on us the “Kanghwa-do Treaty” (1876), the 
first shackling treaty, by force of arms. 

We patriotic ROK soldiers can never tolerate the 
present situation that Japan, which should have been 
democratized, is stretching its crooked hands of 
ageression to our country, under the cover of a new 
form of colonialism. 

Should Japan put an end to the tragedy of 100 
years’ standing between the two nations and seek a 
genuine rapprochement with the 30 million people 
of south Korea and, further, with the 50 million 
people of Korea as a good neighbour? Or should it 
foster such a mean traitor as Pak Jung Hi as its 
puppet and attempt to revive the former government- 
general and, furthermore, perpetuate the division of 
our homeland? Japan is demanded to adopt the alter- 
native now. 

At this historical turning point, I do hope Japan 
will choose a correct road to its prosperity and peace 
with its neighbour. 
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